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EXECUTIVE SUI~IMARY JUSTIFICATION FOR PROJECT AND
FUld’DrNG PROVIDED BY CALFED:

PROJECT TITLE:
Dry Creek Watershed Management Plan, The Dry Creek Watershed Master Plan is a
Placer And Sacramento Counties necessary element to address the impacts on

an urbanizing watershed and to improve the
APPLICANT: ecological health of the Bay-Delta Region.
Placer County and the Multi-Ager~cy Since fffis plan is a multi- county, malti-
Members of the Dry Creek Conservancy agency coordinated effort, and because

implementing the plan will improve a regional
APPROACI-b’TASK/SCHEDULE: ecnsyst~m, CALFED represents the best

source of funding.
The Dry Creek Watershed Management Plan
will: Under the admialst~ation of the Placer County

Planning Department, in cx~opemtion with the
Q Examine the impacts and recommend members of the Dry Creek Conservancy, this

corrective actions from urbanization on a plan will provide long-term durable ban�fits:
101 square mile watershed.

¯ Develop goals and objectives to protect ,= Integration of vaxious land. use,
and restore two priority species - tare fall- recreational, flood plain, wildlife and
run salmon and Steelhead Trout, and habitat plaraaing efforts
three priority habitats - seasonal wetlands ¯ Increased public awareness of watershed
and aquatic habitat, in~treanl aquatic ecology.
habitat and shaded ri~erine aquatic ,, Impreved down stream water quality,
habitat, improved fond web and improved habitat

¯ Provide an adaptive plan for one of the health
fastthg growing regions in California. o Consistent multi-jurisdictintmI plannin~

* Coordinate the efforts of numerous and zoning
stakeholders. ¯ Coordinated volunteer efforts

¯ Recommend measures which in result
improvement of downstream habitats a~d BUDGET COSTS AND THIRD PARTY
water quality. IMPACTS:

The Dry Creek watershed management PlanThe proposed budget is $281,100.00 for a two
will aneomplish its goals over a two year year program to develop a Dry Creek
period by: Watershed Management Plaza.

Task No. 1: Project Initiation - Data The third paxty impacts resulting from a Dry
Gathering Creek Watershed Management Plat~ may:

Task No. 2: Develop Goals and Objectives
Task No. 3: Baseline Analysis Report ~ffeet land use and zoning regulations and
Task No. 4: Develop and Evaluate impact property values.

Alternatives o Increase recreational use along restored
Task No. 5: Prepare Master Plan sections of the creeks.
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¯ Provide Placer and Sacramento Countiesan innovative monitoring program. This
with a model for watershed management monitoring, known as "Rapid Bin-
in other basins. Assessment", monitors water quality by

,, Provide CALFED and the Bay-Delta collecting benthic organisms. These data are
Program with a model for watershed cataloged and statistically analyzed as an
management and public participation in indicator of habitat health and stream water
other urbanizing watersheds, quality.

APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS: LOCAL SUPPORT! COORDINATION
WITH OTHER PROGRAMS AND

The Dry Creek Watershed Management PlanCOMPATIBILITY WITH CALFED
will be administered by the Placer County OBJECTIVES:
Planning Department in conjunction with the
multi-agency Dry Creek Conservancy. The Placer County Planning Department, with the
Placer County Planning Department overseesapproval of the Placer Board of Supervisors,
growth and natural resource protectiort of one will udm’~nister a multi-agency effo~ to
of the fastest growing regions in California. prepare the Dry Creek Watershed Master Plan.
The department is staffed by experienced The cooperative effort includes:
planners and managers who have
demonstrated the ability to protect and restore* National Park Service
natural resources in an urbanizing county. ¯ California Department of Water Resources

¯ California Department ofFish and Game
The Dry Creek Conservancy represents * Sacramento County
federal, state and local agencies, and public * City of Roseville
interest groups with interests in the Dry Creek¯ Placer County Flood Control District
Watershed. Among its members are the City¯ Dry Creek Conservancy
of Sacramento, Placer Count5’, the City of
Roseville and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.This planning effort is compatible with

CALFED objectives because it addresses the
The resource and planning agencies who haveecological health of a regional ecosystem, Dry
aligned themselves as stakeholders in the DryCreek Watershed, and will improve the water
Creek Watershed are all experienced managersquality and food web the Delta Basin. The
and planners committed to improving the plan addresses urbanization as a primary
ecological health and water quality of Dry stressor, foeases on two priority species and
Creek and its tributaries, three priority habitats.

MONITORING AND DATA
EVALUATION:

This proposal for a watershed plan includes
minimal monitoring and data evaluation. The
one on-going multi-benthic organism
monitoring program conducted by members of
the Dry Creek Conservancy may continue as

Dry C[eek Watershed Management Plan 2
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DRY CREEK WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN

Applicant: County of Placer
Department - Planning

Responsible individual and Title -
Fred Yeager - Placer County Planning Director

Address tin Placer County Planning Department
11414 B Avenue, Auburn, California 95603

Phone (916) 889-7470 Fax: (916)
e-mail N/A

In cooperation with the members of the:

Dry Creek Coordinated Resource Management and
Planning Group

Type of Organization and Tax Status -Counly Government - Exempt

Tax Identification Number: Federal 94-6000527
State 69-0930630

Technical and Financial Contact Person, address, phone/fax/e-mail if
different from above.

Holly Heinzen - County Executive’s Office
175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, Califomia 95603
(916) 889-4030

Participants/Collaborators in Implementation.

See attached list of CWMP participants

RFP Project Group Types

Group 3. Services: Watershed Management Plan
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Ill. PROJECT DESCRIPTION ¯ Placer County RCD
¯ Placer County Flood Centeol Agency

a. Project Description and Approach ¯ Rio Linda R~creation & Park District
¯ Dry Creek Consecvaney

The Dry Creek Watershed Management Plan ¯ State Department of Fish and Game
will provide a long-term comprehensive
adaptive management plan to improve the Sacramento County SAFCA and City of
eanhigieal health of the Dry Creek Watershed Sacramento have been participating and are
and contribute to the ecological and water expected to sign the MOU.
quality improvement of the Bay -Delta Region.

This CRMP approach to managing
Dry Creek Watershed in Placer and Sacramentothe biological and land use elements in the Dry
Counties is one of the fastest urbanizing areas inCreek Watershed represents an on-going effort.
California. Urbanization as a primary stressor A proposa!, submitted to FEMA, the Dry Creek
has affectedlate-fall run Chinook Salmon, Greanway Plan, has been prepared artd will be
Steelhe~tdTrout, seasonal wetland and aquatic used to build on this projecl. Figure No. l
habitat, instream habitat and shaded riverine illustrates the history of development and
habitat_ management efforts within the Dry Creek

Watershed.
The Dry Creek Watershed Management Plan
will identify management goals and objectives; b. Location
implement monitoring and data evaluation;
quanti~ biological data; offer planning Dry Creek Watershed is located in the American
guidance and recommendations, and submit (River) South Basin in the central portion of the
findings to the CALFED Bay-Delta Program. Sacramento Valley and the Sierra Nevada
To preserve and restore priority habitat and Foothills in Placer and Sacramento Counties.
species and generate a workable watershed plan,Water from Dry Creek enters the Sacramento
the Dry Creek Watershed management planningRiver immediately upstream of the North Delta
process will involve public agencies, non-profit Ecological Zone. Figure Numbers 2 and 3
organizations, volunteers and professional illustrate the location of the Dry Creek
natural resource consultants. Watershed.

¯ The Dry Creek Watershed Plan will succeed c. Expected Benefits
because a Memorandam of Understanding
(MOU) forming the Dry Creek ~Vatershed The Dry Creek Watershed Management Plan
Coordinated Resources Management Group creates a foundation for evaluation o f the many
(CRMP)exists between the following resource stressors that affect art ttrbanizing watershed.
agencies to manage and improve the The result, a multi-agency cooperative
watershed’s ecological resources and water management effort by the Dry Creek Watershed
quality: Coordinated Resources Management and

Platming Group, is better equipped to determine
¯ Placer County what actions are needed to protect and restore
¯ City of Roseville priority habitat and species.
¯ U.S. Fish and Wildlife Se~cice
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Primary Stressnrs Third party benefits and linkage with other
ecosystem restoration programs resulting from

Urbanization and the resulting: the Dry Creek Watershed Martagement Plan will
include:

¯ Threat to Priority Species
¯ Threat to Priority Habitat ¯ Improved food-web poteatial in the Lower
¯ Reduction of Biodiversity American River and Sacramento River
¯ Hydrograph Alterations * improved water quality in the Sacramento
~ lanreased Nutrient or Carbon Impact River and North Delta
¯ Increased Risk of Flooding * Opportunity to export the plan to other
¯ Increased Contaminants, Pollutants, and urbanizing watersheds

Nutrients and the Resulting Degradation * Improved habitat and nesting areas for
of Water Quality migratory waterfowl in and around Falsom

¯ Increased Perennial Stream Flows Lake
¯ Opportunity to link with the American River

Priority Species Parlcway Restoration Plan

¯ Late-fall run Chinook Salmon d. Backgrotmd: Biological and Technical
¯ Steelhead Trout Justification

Priorily Habitat The Dry Creek Watershed Management Plan is
a necessary element to address the impacts and

¯ Seasonal Wetland and Aquatic Habitat mitigation scenarios in one of the fastest
¯ Instreaz’n Aquatic Habitat growing areas in the State of California. By

Shaded Riverine Habitat coordinating the efforts of numerous agencies
and stakeholders through the Dry Creek

,Secondary Species: Selected State and Coordinated Resource Management and
Federally Listed Species in the Dry Creek Plmming Group under the administration of the
Watershed Placer County Planning Department, this plan

will provide long-term durable benefits:
¯ Western Spadefoot Toad
¯ California Red-Lagged Frog * Integration of various land use, recreational,
¯ Vernal Pool Fairy Shrimp flood plain, wildlife and habitat planning
= Vernal Pool Tadpole Shrimp efforts
¯ Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle ¯ Increased public awareness of watershed
¯ Northwestern Pond Turtle ecology
¯ Giant Garter Snake * Improved down stream water quality,
¯ Swaiuson’s Hawk improved food web and improved habitat
¯ California Black Rail health
= Trieolored Blackbird ° Consistent multi-jurisdictional planning and
¯ Townsend’s Big-Eared Bat .zoning
¯ DwarfDowningia ¯ Coordinated volunteer efforts
¯ Sanford’s Arrowhead
¯ Ahart’s Dwarf Rush
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e, Scope of Work                               Products and Deliverablas
¯ Baseline Analysis Report

Phase No. 1: Project Initiation * Administrative Draft
¯ Draft Dry Creek Watershed Management

¯ Data Gathering and the compilation of Plan
existing information ¯ Final Plan

¯ Field Survey
¯ CRMP Sponsored Public Workshop #I .. £ Monitoring and Data Evaluation
¯ Project Team P-.eview Meeting
¯ Consultant Selection This proposal is for the development of an

adaptive watershed management plan and
Phase No. 2: Develop Goals and therefore, monitoring is limited to on-going
Objectives efforts conducted by members of the Dry Creek

Conservancy. Among on-going monitoring
Phase No. 3: Prepare Baseline Axmlysis Reportprojects two, the macro-benthic organism

collection program and the salmon and
¯ Project Area Description Steelhead Trout inventories, will continue.
¯ Baseline Inventory Monitoring and Data These data will become part of the data

Evaluation. gathering effor~ and will be incorporated into
¯ Goals and Objectives goals and objectives.
¯ Stressor Evaluation
¯ Priority Species and Habitat Additional monitoring efforts will be identified
,* Baseline Analysis Report as the master plan develops. Since the Dry

Creek watershed Master Plan is an adaptive
Task No. 4: Develop and Evaluate Alternativesdocument, design and implementation of data

evaluation and monitoring activities will be a
¯ Develop Alternatives primary objective.
¯ CRMP Sponsored Public Work Shop #2
¯ Select Preferred Alternatives g. lmplementability

Task No. 5: Prepare Dry Creek Watershed The Dry Creek Coordinated Resources
Management Plan Manageman~ and Planning Grnup (CRMP) has

been specifically organized and authorized to
¯ Administrative DraR Plan implement resource planning within the
¯ DraR Plan watershed. Led by the Planer County Planning
¯ CR!vfP Sponsored Public Workshop #3 Department and supposed by agency
¯ Screensheck Final Plan stakeholders, the CR.MP will oversee and
¯ Publish Final Plan implement the planning process. Financial,

aceoanting, admimstrative and contracting are
the responsibility of the Placer County Planning
Depa~ment. The planmng process will use the
foundation established by the CRMP members:
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¯ To recruit volunteers ¯ Public Work Shop #2
¯ To admini~er the project ¯ Select Preferred Alternatives
¯ To build on oxisting and proposed planning

efforts Task No. 5: Prepare Dry Creek Watershed
¯ To coordinate land use and zoning policy Marmgement Plan
¯ To communicate with stakeholders $72,300
¯ To assemble data and idantify data gaps

¯ Administrative Draft Plan
The plan will set the stage for future actions ¯ Dralt Plan
which vail implement the plan, including ¯ Public Workshop #3
programs to conduct monitoring. * Screancheck Final Plan

¯ Publish Final Plan
IV. Costs and Schedules

Task No. 6: Project Administration
Total Budget: $281,100 $9,900

Budget by Task: Funded by CALFED b. Schedule Milestones: see Table 2.

H[e. Task No. 1 : Project Initiation c. Third Party Impacts.
$6,800

The Dry Creek Watershed Plan may:
¯ Data Gathering
¯ Field Survey ¯ Effect land use and zoning regulations and
¯ Public Workshop #i impact property values.
¯ Project Team Review Meeting ¯ Increase recreational use along restored
¯ Consultant Selection sections of the watershed.

¯ Provide Placer and Sacramento Counties
Task No. 2: Develop Goals and Objectives with a model for watershed management in

$ I g,450 other basins.
¯ Provide CALFED and the Bay-DeIta

Task No. 3: Prepare Baseline Analysis Report Program with a model for watershed
$139,700 management and public p artieipatinn in

other urbanirlng watersheds.
¯ Project Area Description * lncrease property values along restored
¯ Baseline Inventory streams.
¯ Goals and Objectives
¯ Stressor Evaluation
¯ Priority Species and Habitat
¯ Baseline Analysis Report

Task No. 4: Develop and Evaluate Alternatives
$33,950

,~ Develop Alternatives
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V. Applicant Qualifications Environmental Management Agency, and 7
years with the Placer County Planning

The Dry Cre¢i Watershed Management Plan D~partment, She also has 2 years of private
will be administered by the Placer County sector experience working for the Mission Viojo
Planning Department and Mr. Fred Yeager. TheDevelopment Company in Orange County.
Dry Creek Coordinated Resources Management
and Planning Group will coordinate its efforts Most recently in Placer County, she has served
with Placer County. as project manager for several projects loeatexi

in the Dry Creek corridor including large scale
FRED YEAG-ER specific plans and single-family residential

plamaed develnpmantz. These projects were
Mr. Yeager is the Placer County Planning located within proximity to sensitive riparian
Director, resportsible for a staff of 30 employeesstream environments th~ required specific
involved in advance planning, environmental design standards and management plans to
review, project review, zoning administration, ensure that the projects" impacts to this
code enforcement, and day-to -day operations, significant regional resources were minimized.
Mr. Yeager has a B.A. degree from the
University of California in Biology and
Geography, and considerable graduate work inLOREN CLARK
planning.

Mr. Clark, Senior Planner with the Placer
He is directly involved in Placer County’s County Plamaing Department, graduated from
extensive advance planning program; the Humboldt State University, in 1984 with a
preparation of four new community plans degree in Natural Resource Planning.
underway this fiscal year. These, as with all the
County’s recent Community Plans, are Mr. Clark has been involved specifically in
comprehensive documents, involving extensive resource plarming efforts, most recently I the
public participation, which address land use, Sunset Industrial area of the County. That work
housing, transportatiot~, public servieas, natural has included coah-aet management and
rasources, etc. extensive coordination with various outside

agendas. He was also the lead planner in
Mr. Yeager has administered dozens of creating a set of Placer Cotmty Wetland
contracts for the preparation of environmental Mitigation Banking guidelines that were used as
analysis, open space pla~s, resource plans, a model for the creation of the privately funded
community development block grants, and a mitigation bank.
variety of other planning related projects.

Mr. Clark also has extensive experience in the
GINA LANGFORD preparation of environmental documents on a

wide variety of public and private projects.
Ms. Lungford, Senior Planner with the Pincer
County Planning Department, graduated from
the University of California, Irvine in 1979 with
a B.A. in Urban Plarming. She has several years
of planning experience in the public sector
including l0 years with the Orange County
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Dry Creek CRMP Participants:

The following individuals attend Dry Creek
CI~vfP monthly meetings and participated in the
formulation of the draft MOU:

¯ Martha Crusius, National Park Service
* Gregg Bates, Dry Creek Conservancy
¯ Rich Gresham, Pla~er County Resource
¯ Conservation Dis~et
¯ Bill Santucci, Placer County SuperviSor
¯ Cindy Paredes, Sacramento County
¯ John Marti.naz, Califorr~.a Conservation

Co~ps
* Mark Morse, City of Roseville
* Dennis Huff, Placer County Flood Control

and Water Conservation District
¯ Lynn Johnson, Placer County

Environmental Health
¯ Sara Denzler, California Department of

Water Resources
¯ Robert Hill, Sacramento County Supervisor

Roger Dickinson’s office
¯ Grieg Asher, Dry Creek Conservancy

Katie Palafinus, Adelante High School
¯ John Nelson, California Department of Fish

and Game
¯ Bill Katen, Rio Linda Elverta Recreation

and Park District
¯ Tara Gee, Sacramento County Parks
,, Hillary Stmus, Town of Loomis
* Marie Sullivan, U.S. Fish and Wildlife

Service
o Susan Prince, Placer County Board of

Supervisors office
* Vat Conner, Central Valley Regional Water

Quality Control Board
* Gina Langford, Placer County Planning
* Rob Bumes, Sacramento County Plaaning
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Table 1. Cost Breakdown Table

~ Direct Direct Overhead Materials and
and Task Labour Sa~a~ Labor~.~cneral Service ~ ~ Tote.~l

Task No. 1 100 4,200 2,400 0 200 6.800
Project Initiation

Task No. 2 200 8,400 4,800 5.000 0 250 l g,450
Develop Goals
and Objectives

Task No. 3 200 8,400 4,800 125,000 0 1,500 139,700
Prepare Baseline
Analysis Report

Task No. 4 200 8,400 4,800 20,000 0 750 33,950
Develop and Evaluate
Altemati,ces

Task Ne. 5 300 12,600 7,200 50,000 0 2,500 72,300
Prepare Dry Creek
Watershed Management
Plan

Task No, 6 150 6,300 3,600 0 0 0 9,900
Project Administration ~

Hourly rate breakdowa ~3 overhead
Average at $42./hour salary and benefits 281, 100
Average at $24./hour overhead



Table 2. Project Schedule and Payment Schedule

1997 1998 END
Payment ~ ~    Payment    ~    ~    Payment    Payment    ~
Schedule No.~l No.2 No.___~3 No.~4 No.~5 No..__~6 No..._~7 No.~

Payment Schedule

Task No. I 6,800

Task No. 2 15,000 3,450

Task No, 3 3,200 125,000 11,500

T~k No. 4 23,200 10,750

Task No. 5 55,000 10,000 7,300

Task No. 6 1,500 1.500 2,000 1,500 1,500 0 1,900

6,800 16,500 8,150 127,000 36,200 67,250 10,000 9,200

Dry Creek Iget¢rsl~td Management Plan



FIGURE 1. DRY CREEK WATERSHED DEVELOPMENT

lg97, Jul!
North Roseville Specific
Plan under consideration

Winter: Most
se’~ere floods in 50 years.        1~:J5:

1864: Central Pacilic established 1914: Construction of the 1990: Dry Creak West 1996, October : D~/Creek
Watershed Coordinatedrailroad along Dry Creek near the East Natema Ditch resutiing Placer Communily Plan

City of Rose~ille. in the loss of thousands of adopted. Resource Management and
Planning Group farmed.

-1850: First farms established along

p]ain.

¯1996, Janua~ : Dry Creek
lower DPy Creek as part of John 1967: Racer and Sac~mento Watershed ! Greenway
Sutter’sNew Helvet~a Ranch. Coonties ~od the Cities of Concept Plan prepared.

Rossvilie, Rocklin and Loomis
prepare coordinated itoed
control plans. ~ Creek

Conservancy ~rmed ~o
promote environmental
awareness in the wate~l~.

Inventory prepared by Dry
Creek Advisory Committee,

-- 1992: Dry Creak Parkway

Sacramento County.



DRY CREEK REGIONAL PROJECT
WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN
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FIGURE 3. WESTERN PLACER COUNTY REGIONAL WATERSHED MAP





;,~OND]SCRIMINATION COMPLIANCE STATEMENT

The company named above 0aereinaf-’~r referred to as "prospective contractor") hereby certifies, unless
specifically exempted, complian~ with Government Code Sectioa 12990 (a-f) and Califorma Code of
Regulations. "l’[de 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to report~g requLmments and the
developmenL implementation and maintenance ofa Nondiscrim.i~aation l:’rogr~tm.Prospective conmac:or
a__wees not to tmlav,’fi~y discriminate, hazass or aJ.low harassment against a~y employee or applJc~t for

employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national otig~.n, disability (including
I--[IV and,AIDS), medical condition (cancer), age, marit,31 status, d~nial of family and medical care leave

and denial of pregnaxacy disability leave.                                                    ,:

CERTIFICATION

L ~he official named below, hereby swear that I am duly autho~zed ro legally bind the prospecnve
contractor ro the above described cerfificadon. I am fully aware rhar this certification, executed on the
date and in the cotmry below, is m, ade under penalty of per~ury under the laws of rhe State of Califorma
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